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. This report contains material on Communist revisionism
and dissidence ag reflected in Communist and non-Communist

sources. The latest solUrce date used herein is 3 August -

1960.

T —————
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Part 1. USSR o o

CPSU Struggle Against Revisionism

"The struggle against revisionism is one of the most important tasks
of all Communist and Workers Parties,” states I. Negodayev in his book,
Sovremennyy Revizionlizm -- Orughiye Reaktsii (Contemporary Revisionism
Is the Weapon of Reaction), Moscow, 1959. Accordingly, nearly all official
organs of the CPSU end the Communist Parties of the unlon republics -con-
tein, at one time or another, articles intended to expose "the insidious-

ness of revisionism." '

Kommunist Ukrainy, chief theoretical organ of the Communist Party

of the Ukraine, in its issue No 6, June 1960, publishes sn article by

~ I. Kovalev entitled "The Growth of the Leading Role.of the CPSU During
the Period of the Extensive Building of Communism." The suthor states:
"...The June 1957 Centrsl Committee plenum, following Leninist directions,
unmesked and ideologically routed the antiparty group of Malenkov, Kagano=-
vich, Molotov, Bulgenin, and Shepilov, which, while employing the lowest
devices of factlonal, schismatic struggles, attempted to destroy party
unlty, prevent the fulfillment of the 20th Party Congress decress, and
turn the party and nation away from the Leninist path. Having defeated
the antiparty group, the party united even more “closely around the Cen-
tral Comuittee under the banner of Marxism-Leninism. Our party is now
monolithic end unified as never before. and 1s capeble of solving the
great problems involved in constructing & Cormunist soclety. The most
shining affirmetion of this’ fact is the victories. gained by the Soviet'
people under party leadership in the first and second year of the Seven-
Year Plan. - ‘ : '

"The Soviet people, in building Communism, are traveling along new,
unexplored paths. Marxlst-Leninist theory plays an especlally great role
in such circumstances, for it gives clearness of purpose and certitude
of victory. By its creative development of Marxist-Leninist theory, the
party illuminates the path of practical activity in the struggle for
Communism. The statements of contemporary revisionists are shown to be
pitiable in regard to their view that the building of socialism can be
accomplished without the leadership of the revolutionary Marxist party.
The purpose of these statements is to disarm the working class and all
workers in their struggle agsinst the exploitative systemeses'

Kommunist, chief theoretical organ of the CPSU, in its issue No 10,
July 1960, publishes an article by F. Konstaentinov and Kh. Momdzhyan en~-
titled "Dialetics and the Present Day," which attacks the "tendency of
some political leaders to regard the course of peaceful coexigtence and
the struggle for disarmement as a deviation from the Merxist-Leninist -
position in the class struggle.” The authors criticize those "striving
to sow distrust in the rightness of the decisions of the 20th and 21st
Party Congresses on the possibility of preventing & new world war under
present-day condltions)...these tendencies cannot be qualified in eaxy other
way but as a mlsteken dogma and left-sectarianism....” ' : '

-1 -
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Not all articles, however, deal directly with revisionism per se.
Some, like the article "Elsboration of the History of the October Rev-
olution Followlng the 20th Congress of the CPSU"_by V. G. Ruslyskovsa
(Voprosy Istorii, No 5, May 1960), presént & critical examination of
works on sociloeconomic premises of the proletarian revolution in Russia
and praisé such writers as Volobuyev, Sidorov, and Mantsev for refuting
. the revistonist conception of "absolute backwardness of Russia.”" Ruslya-
kova's article severely criticizes V. P. Nasyrin for his article showing
the "revislonist conception of 'pemceful maturation' of socialism in. the
womb of capitalism," which was published in Voprosy Istorii, No 5, May

1956.

- s In.an arhicle On Laws Governing thé Culturel Revolutios,"w&lso
appearing in Voprosy Istorii, No 5, May:1960, M. P. Kim vigorously assails
the revislonist theory of "cultural maturity" which rejects the influence

i ]

of "bourgevis” cultursl sttalmments.

Articles "expcsing" or attacking revisionism appear not only in of-
ficial party organs: many are published in cultural and literary period-
icals and newspapers. Among these is the review of the book, Problemy
Realizma (The Problems of Realiam) by V. Dneprov, Leningrad, 1960, which
appears in Literatura 1 Zhizn', 1 June 1960. The reviewer points out
that the author argues effectively with ‘revisionist writers in Poland
and Yugoslavia agalnst bourgeols aesthetics and modernism.

Literatuca i Zhizn' of 15 June 196C contalns an article by AL, -0
Dymshits which discusses various books that have appeared in 1959-1960
dealing with ideological problems. The author reports that the book
Protiv Burzhuaznykh Kontseptsly 1 Revizionizma v Zarubezhom Liteér-:
aturovedenii (Against Bourgeois Conceptions and ﬁevisionism in Foreign
Literature), a collective work from the Institute of World Literature
Imeni Gor'kily, edited by A. Dement 'yev, A. Puzikov, and Ya. El'sberg,
concerns the struggle agains®t "modern bourgeois ideology and modern
revisionism."” The article by I. Anisimov, "Against Reactionary
Theories of Contemporary Litersture," criticizes the existentialists
and "unmasks the revislonist ideas" of D, Lukach and A. Le Fevre, and
shows the "spiritual flimsiness of the formslistic and aristocratic
art thecries" of Ortega y Gasset and cthers. Yu. Borev's article on
Le Fevre draws & "portrait” of one of the active revisionists and
discloses the anti-Marxist essence of hib writings. Ya. El'sberg's
article enalyzes the aesthetic platform bf existentialism and describes
some of the works of Lukach, "the pertrisrch of modern revisionism
in literature,” whose works are intended as & re-examination of Marxism-
Leninism. The book Tvorcheskiy Marksizm' i Pustotsvety Revizionizma

-2 -
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(Cretative Marxism and the Sterility of Revisilonism), by Z. Gershkovich,
sharply criticlzes the works of Polish, Huhgarian, and Yugoslav revi-
slonists; 1t deals with works by D'yerdya ILukech, Leshek Kolekovsikiy,
Henrl Te Fevre, and Risto Toshovich, which "serve as masked propaganda
of bourgeois individualism and decadence,” Dymshits says.

In the new books by Saviet critics and those who are carrying on the
struggle against "bourgeols aesthetics and the aesthetic deceptions of
revisionlsm," Dymshibs sees not only an unmasking of the enemy, but also
an attack on him. He says thet in the book O Besspornom i Spornom (On -
That Which Can Be Argued and That Which Cannot), by Ya. El'sberg, the
struggle against existentialism and revisionism is clearly and firmly
presented. The book Qbraz Kommuniste v Sovetskov Literature (The Image
of a Communist and Soviet Literature), by V. Ozerov, attacks the prop-
agendists of "heroless" literature and revisionists such as Iosip Vidmar,
Andzhey Braun, end others who accuse the Russilans of "antihumanism' and
who in practice "attempt to lead art along the road of petit~bourgeois
Individvallsm," according to Dymshits. The book Rezgovor Po Povodilss .
(Conversation of the Oceasion), by A. Makarov, presents & Logical
attack against bourgeols ldeology and an unmasking of treascherous
revisionism." And in the book Glavnyy Geroy (The Main Hero), V. Pankov
depicts the people in postwar Soviet literature. The reviewer msintains
Tthat the book is politically sharp end directed against everything that
“hinders the development of Soviet art and socialist realism." The author,
Dymshits seys, wages war against foreign revisionism and sgeinst "the
penetratlon of bourgeois influences in the Soviet literary environment."
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Part 2. FAR EAST
I. CHINA

Revisionlism Among Intellectuals

Two controversies among the intellectuals in Communist China have
been taking place since approximately the beginning of 1960. One con-
troversy, associated primsrily with the name Pa Jen (Wang Jén-shu), has
involved the rejection of political direction and goals' for literature,
and the other, carried on in terms of a debate on the unity of thought
end existence, has involved acceptance of the universal applicability of
the law of the unity of opposites and the contradiction thesis.

Enduring Universals QOver Politics:

Discusslons of Pa Jen and his: espousal of s humanitarianism and
human nature which would replace the political content of proletarian
literature have multiplied since the r?publication, along with sultsble
articles of criticisw, of his article "On Human Sentiments" (originally
written during the bloom-and-contend period) in the 26 January 1960 issue
of Wen-i Pao. As subsequent issues of Wen-1 Pao and other periodicals,
including Hsin Chien-she, Chung-kuo Chiing-nien, and some of the organs
of provineial party committees, took up Pa Jen's case, criticisms of the
"revisionism" represented by Pa Jen broadened out to include all intel-
lectuals who still herbored remnants of "Bourgeols viewpoints" which
caused them to preach standards transcendlng politics. ,

The composite case of the revisionists in this controversy is
that political direction and aims for proletarian literature have re-
sulted in the loss of all qualities which could give this literature
greatness. The subsitutes that the revisionists offer -- beauty, reality,
humenitariansim; himen nature -- have in common the characteristic thet
standards for literature should transcend politics.

Issue No 8 of Wen-1 Pso, 26 April 1960 (page 21), carried an
gbstract of the proceedings of the Membership Meeting of the Shanghal
Branch Association of the China Writers Association, which dealt in
vart with revisionism in literary circles. The periodical said:

"The conference criticized Chieng K'ung-yang, Ch'ien Ku-yung,
Jden Chun, and similar people for their revisionist viewpoints. These
people disperage the accomplishments of soclalist letters, believing
that it has not, and moreover csnnot, produce model personslities.

- low
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These revislonists oppose the serving of proletarisn politics by letters.
They insist that beauty must be above reality, class, and polities.and
that if there 1s only 'precticality' to serve the needs of the revolution,
we cannot speek of beauty. They propagate bourgeois humeniterianism on
a large scaele and wipe out the basic difference between proletarian and
bourgecis humsniterienism. They went socialist letters to msnifest bour-
geois humanitarien ideology. They deny the declsive function of the
writers' world viewpolnt. on his methods of wwiting and belleve that the
mathods of writing of realism and romanticism can transcend periods and
class, and develop. independently. They also meke extreme efforts to ex-
aggerate the accomplishments and advanced function of the bourgeois
letters of 19th Century Europe. They oppose criticism and re-éveluation
of these 19th Century writers using the viewpoint of historical materi-
alism. The conference engaged in deep discussions and criticisms of
these wrong viewpoints and many comrades pointed out that the core of
these theories amounts to the ligquidation of the class nature of letters
and the rubbing out of the boundaries between proletarian and bourgeols
letters."

: The lead article of the same issue of Wen-i Pao (page 4) was an
attack by Ch'ien Chun-jui, deputy director of the Staff 0ffice for Cul-
ture and Education, on the humenitarians, pacifists, advocates of the
"writing of reallty," and advocates of "creéative freedom" in literary
clrcles. In his general attack, Ch'ien stated:

"Revisionism is an objective thing which exists as the reflec-
tlon of bourgeols antisocialist ldeology within the working class and
the party. In a socialist state, before the influence of the political
ideology of the bourgeolsie is thoroughly eliminated, bourgeois anti-
soclalist ldeology generally obJjectively exlsts. - Moreover, such ideology
frequently poses as fragrant flowers of socialism. The revisionism
in literature is of this type. It is a wolf in sheep's clothing, using
the neame of Marxism-Leninism to practice opportunism and cepitalism.
Revisionism in literature is the manifestation of political revisionism
in the sphere of letters and arts. The modern revisionlsm represented
by the Yugoslav ruling clique (not excluding the Chinese revisionists)
has as 1its real aim the liquidation of the class struggle and of the
soclalist revolutlon, the weskening and elimination of the proletarien
dictatorship and of the leadership of the Communist Party.. ..The modern
revisionists, to attain the goals which they cannot tell to other people,
in the sphere of litersture, trumpet bourgeois humanitarienism, human
nature, and pacifism to oppose the revolutionary will of the masses. At
the same time, they use bourgeois realism to oppose the revolutionary

- 5=

Approved For Releas & 008EST T Gl A RDP78-00915R001200120002-3



Approved For Release 2000/09/14 : CIA-RDP78-00915R001200120002-3
dinteiimiibbnibiiiil—i

realism of the proleteriat. They propose the ‘writing of reality,’® which
has the twisting of soecislist realism as its goal. They deny the decisive
function of the revolufionary world viewpoint on the creations of liter-
ature. They proclaim the empby 'creative freedom® of the bourgeoisie and
oppose the leadership of Titerature by the party and the state."

Ch'len then attacked the revisionists in literature by groups.
The Yugoslavs, he said, are preaching 01&98 harmony to be achieved through
humanitarian relationsbipes and feelings. - He charged that Hu Feng, Feng
Hsueh-feng, and Pa Jen have all been gnilty of thls offense. Pa Jen he
sald, had attacked the party and socislism in l956~l957, he had attacked
soclalist lefters as lacking in "humen sentiments” end “humaniterisnism
of a basic human nature" and had clamored that humenitsrianism should be
the "foundation" of .literasture. HEven now, Ch'ien said, Pa Jen has not
carried out conscienticus self-criticlﬁm and reform. :

It is of interest to note thaf the April 1960 issue of Hsin
Chien-she (page 17) had carried an article by one of Pa Jen's eritics,
11 Hsi-fan, which stated that "this ¢ nrrupt theory of human nature can
still form a kind of opposition current to confront sccielist letters";
and that the 1 Juiy 1960 issue of Chung-kuo Ch'ing-nien (page 17) carried
an article by Meng I which said: TThe theory of buman nature and human-,
itarienism in the ideclogical system of bourgeois literary studies can
today still deceive some of the youth and constitute a weapon of the
revisionists at heme and sbrosd for attackzng Marxism-leninism. It is
especially necessary today for us to thoroughly liguidate them. In
today's soclety, o trumpet sbstract ard transcless humen nature and
humenitarianism, te deny party and cl&as; to compromise or obliterate
the class struggles -- these are to 310t for the maintenance of the
interests and ruling position of the bqurgeoisme, and. absolutely cannot
be tolerated.” i

Ch'ien Churg-jui‘’s attack on Pa Jen is only one. of many published
by Chinese Communist periedicels. On2 of the most informetive was the
article "What Kind of Goed Is Ps Jen’s 'Reaching Principles Through
Feelings,'" by Liu Ning, published in Fain Chien-she, No 6, 7 June 1960.
In answer to the question of how Pa Jer iIs revising the theory of the
class struggle, Liuv saild:

"Superficially, he [Pa Jen] does not deny the class struggle. On the
contrary, he asserts that the class theorists in literaﬁure do not under-
stand where the 'pivct® of the class struggle advbcated by the proletariat
resides. He attacks ‘dogms’ and 'lack »f humsn sentiments' in today's
literature, belleving thet these defects are due to a 'mechanical under-
gstanding of the principie of the theoury of class in literature.' However,
this is simply the cunnping that constitutes a h&bit of recisionism. Chalr-
men Mao has taught us that 'revisionists and rightist opportunists wear
the sign of Marxism and alsc sttack éagmatismy but that what they attsck
are the most fundamental things of Muxilsm.®

-6 -
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"Pa Jen is exactly like this. He pretends to acknowledge the
class struggle, but dctually twists and denles the most basic things of
the theory of class struggle of Marxism from the three basic aspects of
reasons, aims, and procedures." (page 55-56)

In reasons for class struggle, Liu said, Pa Jen believes that

there are "...requirements, loves, and hopes which can be said to arise

. from basic human nature. Class society suppresses the basic humsn nature
of mankind and therefore there is class struggle." Liu paraphrases Pa
Jen as saylng that class struggle arises because human nature is repressed
or because the wants, loves, and hopes of people are obstructed. “To his
[Pa Jen's)] way of speaking, between enemy classes there exists no basic
confrontation of class interests. On the contrary, there exists the so-
called 'basic nature of mankind' which pervades everyone, and class strug-
gle has its cause in the suppression of this 'basic nature of mankind.'
We must therefore necessarlly arrive at the folliowing conclusion: Class
contradictions and struggles are not incapable of coupromise. It is
necessary only to bring out a little more of the 'basic nature of mankind'
in the enemy classes, necessary only to futher 'seek similarities' and
not to obstruct the existence and development of the enemy class, and it
will be possible to eliminate class struggle.” (page 56)

A "second type of révisionist in literature . attacked
by . Ch'ien 'Chumsjui in his article in the 26 April 1960 issue of Wen-
1 Pao were the amdvocates of the "writing of reality," who, he said, in-
clude the Hungarian revisionist lukcas, Hu Feng, Feng Hsieh-feng, and now,
Ii Ho-lin. He accused them of believing that there is no need to study
revolutionary theory or to be familiar with the social livelihood of the
messes or to go among them, snd of denylng the relstions between politics,
and literature and the decisive function of world viewpoints for writing.
Lukcas is sald to have stated that world viewpoints are "intrusions" which
hinder the writer from being impartisl and feithful in recording reallty.
Ch'ien said that in its present form, as expressed by Li Ho=-lin, this
revislonist trend asserts that the "ideology" in & work depends on whether
the work reflects Jjfe, and that the success of this reflection is the
equivelent of the level of the art incorporated in the work; hence the
formula, ldeology is reality is art, or, art is politics.

The sttacks on the humanitarians and writers of reality have
introduced, as & subsidiary issue, the problem of the standsrds by which
literature 1s tc be judged, en issue which has been teken up as a subject
in its own right in the periodicals.

The 1 June 1960 issue of Wen-i Pao (page 10) carried an article
ltled "On the Power for Life of Classic Works and the So~Called 'Uni-

en
verisal Humen Nature.'" The article stated the line of the revisionists
by quoting Pa Jen as saying, "The content which, in a product of art,

- 7 -,
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in all ages, cen stimulate the people of different soclal classes, is the
characteristics common to all mankind." In contrast, the suthor cited
Meo as denylng the existence of something ebstract and universal which
can he reflected in literature, and saylng that humen feelings and humsn-
itarisnism must be expressed through the concrete. Love, the most prev-
alent of the "universals" common to ell mankind mentioned by the revi-
sionists, said the suthor, has its significance in clessic works of
literature not in its own right, but because profound socilsl relationships
are reveasled through such "universals.” Similarly, the 11 June 1960
issue of Wen-i Pao (page 14) stated: "Wherever they [the revisionists]
find manifestations of humen nature, in classic works, we find manifes-
tations of class nature.”

The theme of standards for literery criticism was slso discussed
by the 1 July 1960 issue of Chung-kuc Ca'ing-nien (page 17). An article
entitled "Use the Method of Eistoricism tc Criticelly Inherit Literature
criticized adulation of the 19th Century European "realists” on the
grounds that although these writers dld expose and criticilze the realities
of their day, they were unable to escape their class limitations and se
operated from the positions of individualism, democracy, and reformism.
The article advocated that the works of these writers, as the works of
all writers of the psst, be critically accepted on the basis of assign-
ing superior and classic status to those works which "can help us to
understand the society of that time and tc increase our knowledge of the

class struggle.”

A third group of revisionists 1n literature criticized by Ch'ien
Chun-jui in his article in the 26 April 1960 issue of Wen-i Pap are the
pacifists. Ch'ien identified no members of this group except for cred-
iting Lukcas with having laid the theorstical foundations for this stand.
The pacifists, he said, do not distinguish between Just and unjust wars.
He accused them of spreading fear of injury, pessimism, and fear psy-
chology among the people, of not seeking the cause of war "in the nature
of imperialism,” and of not admitting to "the Jjustice of righteous wars."
They picture the horrors of battlefields to "sap the will of the people,
the proletariat, end the oppressed classes,” he sald, and they oppose
all wars as agalnst human nature and humanity.

A fourth group of revisionists in literature criticized by Ch'ien
Chun-gui are the advocates of "creative freedom."” This group, which re-
jects the leadership or supervision of the party over literature and re-
fuses to serve politics, lncludes Wu Tsu-kueng and Ch'in Yso-yang. Pa
Jen is also considered a member of the group, since he "hates the leader-
ship of the party" and wants a policy of broad tolerance for the arts.

-8 .
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Cont:adictiqns_and,Law_gf_Uhity of Opposition

The second controversy, although couched innocuocusly in terms
of an ssoteric debate over whether there is any unity between thought
and exlstence, and if so, which has primacy, has probably been of more
significance for the immediate political scene because of its direct
bearing on Mao's contradiction thesis, as well as on the intellectuals'
geceptance of the philosophical foundations of Marxism. The importance
which the Chinese Communists themselves attach to this controversy is
indicated by the fact that criticisms of the revisionists in this field
have not only been voluminous in the intellectual periodicals since
November 1959, but have also appeared twice in Hung-ch'i, with articles
by Wang Jo-shul, the chief critic of the revisionists, in the 1 April
and 1 June 1960 issues.

In the 1 Jume issue, Wang presented the significance of the
controversy by saying that the question "...is & problem that is not
only of abstract theory, but one of very great practical significance.
The materislist dlaslectical method is the Marxist view of the universe
and the law of the unity of opposites is the most basic law of the
materialist dialectical method. The firm thorough materisalist must
recognize the unlversal existence of this law, that it is in epplication
everywhere, that it 1s ever-lasting, that there are no exceptions to
it.... In contrast to the dialectical method, metesphysics [the revi-
sionists] has as 1ts most basic viewpoint the denial of the-law of the
unlty of opposites, believing that where there is unity, there are no
contradictions, and where there are contradictions, there is no wunity,
and that opposites cannot be studied into unity or unity into opposites....
It can be seen then that the recognition or nonrecognition of the law of
the unity of opposites i1s a pivotal problem for distinguishing between
the dislectical method and metaphysics.” (page 16)

The primery revisionist in thils controversy, Shih Ch'eng, was
quoted by Wang as having written: "A unity of a nature of contradictions
between thought and existence cannot be acknowledged because the two.
do not exist together in common in one entity under certain conditions
and do not rely on each other or change in common under certain con-
ditions...." (page 16)

According to Wang, Shih Ch'eng, in subsequent writings, was
forced to speak of the application of the diaslectical method to the
relations between thought and existence, but he then claimed that the
wnlty between thought and existence and the unity of the dialectical
method are completely different and that "we cennot confuse the two."
This Wang sald, amounted to a denial of unity between thought and
existence.

Approved For Release 20 : - 73-00915R001200120002-3



Approved For Release 2000/09/14 : CIA-RDP78-00915R001200120002-3

dimtmiinininbnieiniiii—

A second revisionist in this controversy identified by Wang Jo-
shul 1s Ii Wei-i, whom Wang accused of using a different formula to arrive
at Shih Ch'eng's conclusions; Li said, "We must not, because of the most
genersl law of the unity of opposites for 'all things, therefore call the
particulsr and different opposites that ve are studying, that is, the
relations between thought and existence, 'Unity.'" (page 17)

A third revisionist is Hua Hsu-yw, whom Wang Jo-shul accused of
even more directness when stating the revisionist position thus: "We
absolutely should not take abstract thought and force a dlalectical unity
with it onto actusl existence." (page 17)

Weng wrote: "The comrades who oppose the unity of thought and
existence use the following logic: 'Thought and existence in the final
analysis are different, are not the sems' (Shih Ch'eng). 'Thought and
existence are not the same thing, attribute or phenomenon. We cannot
lump the two together and call them the same' (Li Wei-i)."

Weng's own position was that "existence is primary, thought
secondary,...thought and existence constitute & unity of opposites.”
(page 17) He further stated: "We belleve that the thorough materi-
alist must acknowledge the unity of thought and exlstence, and that
it is only by firmly recognizing the dialectical unity of thought and
existence that we can unwaveringly maintain the materiallst principle
that ‘'existence is first and thought second.'" (page 18)

The relevance of the controversy to Mao's contradiction thesis
is that the revisionist stand can logically be used as grounds for re-
jecting the existence of internal contradictions and the role of con-
tradictions as the motive power for the development of society. The
lead article, "Contradictions Are the Motive Power for the Development
of Society," by Wu Chih-pu, in the 7 June 1960 issue of Hsin Chien-she
(page 1), presents a description of such rejectors which makes them
almost indistinguishable from the revislonists in the controversy over
thought and exlstence. Wu said: ‘ ‘

"Some people do not believe thati!in a soclalist soclety, in
addition to contradictions between us and the enemy, there are internal
contradictions of the people. They even go so far as to believe that in
the so-called atomlc age, we can eliminate the boundaries between us
and the enemy, that cats and rats can sleep together, even that there
are no contradictions between us and the énemy. Some people do not
believe that in a socialist society, there is a mutuelly contradictory
aspect as well as a mutualiy suited aspect to the relations between
the productive relationships and the productive forces and between
the superstructure and the economic base; that in sddltion to the
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mutually sulted aspect, there is a mutuelly contradictory aspect. They
even go so far as to believe that in a soclalist system, there are no
contradictions which are not mutually sulted snd that it is not neces-
sary to seek development from solving contradictions and from battle;
thet is, that in advencing toward Communism, we do not need to have
excesslve flying leaps or changes of a revolutionary nature.

"On the problem of the motive power for the development of
soclalist soclety, some people believe thet it 1s necessary only to
have technology develop, to have the forces of production develop, and
to have the level of the rate of production attain & certain degree;
and that it i1s not necessary to have any innovations of the social
system, not necessary to rely on the broad masses in carrying out the
struggles along the economic, political, and ldeological fronts, to
enter Iinto Communist society. That is, we do not need to solve the
contradictions of the social system and between man and man for 1t to
be possible for society to develop. Contradictions are no'longer the
motive power that pushes the wheel of society in continuous advance.
They believe that it is only the solidarity and unity of the soclalist
soclety, 1ts firmmess like granite, that is the motive power for devel-
opment. This way of speaking violates the objective laws of social
development eand the teachings of Marxism-Leninism on uninterrupted
revolution and dlalectical meterialism. This wrong way of speaking can’
cause the broad masses of sociallst society to lose their direction and
the socialist system to stop and not advence. Therefore, the solving
of the problem of what is the motive power for the development of
socialist soclety is extremely important.”

In contrast to the stand of the revisionists, Wu Chih-pu quoted
from Mao's contradiction thesis: "The philosophy of Marxism recognizes
that the law of the unity of opposites is the baslec law of the universe.
This law, no matter in the natural world, in soclety, or in the thoughts
of men, exists universslly.... Contradictions exist universally."”

II. INDONESIA

Party Reaction to Soviet-Chinese Controversy

A survey of Harian Rekjat from 29 June 1960 to 15 July 1960, when
the Djekarta war administration banned the paper for an indefinite period,

indicates that the PKI (Indonesian Communist Party) may have at least
partially resolved the conflict between the "hard" or "pro-Chinese” line
propounded by several party leaders in late May and early June 1960 and
the moderate views generally associated with Chairmen of the Central
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Committee Aidit, which are more in harmony with the Soviet position. The
evidence 1s rather scanty, however; by the end of June 1960, the PKI,
like 1ts Chinese comrades, appeared reluctant to publish material dealing
with contested ideological issues. The only article observed during the
pericd under review which deals directly with the PXI's attitude toward
the ideological dispute between Pelpirg and Moscow is an editorial en-
titled "War and Peace," in the 30 June 196C Harien Rakjat. Its purpose
is to announce that the PKI has rallied to the compromise line proclaimed

in the Bucharest Communigue.

This editorial begins by accusing the "imperialists" of wanting
"war only, not peace." The desire of the peoples of the world for "peace
only," it says,wes clearly expressed in the recent Bucharest Communigue,
which is portrayed as a reaffirmation of the 1957 Moscow Declarstion and
the Peace Monifesto. The editorial highiights the 1957 Declaration as
follows: "It stated that 'at present the forces of peace have developed
to such an extent that there 1s a clear possibility for preventing war,’
but it also warned that ‘while imperislism exists, there will be grounds
for aggressive war’...and it made clear thet 'all nations must show the
greatest possible vigilance toward the danger of wer which is caused by
imperialism.'" The editorial notes that the PKI expressed full support
for the 1957 Declaration at its sixth natlonal congress. 1t also asserts
that subsequent events further proved the validity of the theses expressed
in both the Declaration and the Bucharest Communique, citing the PRRI
(Revglutionary Republic of Idonesis), Pope, end Karel Doorman affairs,
as well as "imperialist obstinacy end defeats in South Korea, Turkey,
and Japan" as evidence of this. The editorial concludes with the fol-
lowing formal injunction: "If we wish to sclve the problem of war and
peace correctly, we must study and practice. the principles in the Decla-
ration, the Peace Manifesto, and the Communigque.”

On 8 July 1960, Herian Raekjat published the PKI's statement, which
was & detailed and highly éritical analysis of the failwes of the present Indonesisn
caelinet dming its first year of existencs . (n 15 July Berlen Rekjet camried a sim-
ilar statement emanating from the national council of BSobsl (All-Indonesia
Federation of Labor Uniomns), and during July, sccording to the press,
that orgenization and its suvbsidiary unions were engaged in a vigorous
campaign agalnst the Minister of Labor. The discussions in the press
do not indicate whether or not the party's decision to apply incressed
pressure to the government in these ways and thereby attempt to force
Communist participation in the cebinet was motivated by recent Chinese
arguments for a more vigorous pursult of the revolutlonary struggle in
countries such as Indonesisa. The theoretical implications of the PKI
statement seem to indicate a continued pursuvit of the middle road
customarily followed by the party in the past. For example, it contains
a direct appeal tc the national bourgecisie to ally itself with the PKI
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against 'the new bureaucratic bourgeoisie, which is trying to suppress
both economic and political freedom.” It sharply criticizes Indonesie's
approval of the Yugoslav proposal for & little summit meeting of neu-
trallst nations this attack was developed at length in a 12 July 1960
Harian Rekjat article by the PKI central committee forelgn department),
on the grounds that it would "sabotage the struggle against imperialism.”
Tt also vicilously assails Foreign Minister Subandrio's volicies toward
"imperialism” in passage such as the following, but without exceeding the
limits lmposed at Bucharest:

"The international situation is indeed very favorable for the demo-
cratlic and peace-loving forces. Never has the Americen wer policy been

so isolated and become so rapidly bankrupt as 1t is today.

"In this present internatiomal situation, especially in Asia, and
in the present domestic situation, all of which is favorable to the
democratic forces, the Indonesian people must not relax and lessen thelr
vigilance in following the foreign policy now being pursuved by the
Indonesian Foreign Minister....

"The Americen imperialists will not stand idly by, but will seek
opportunities to preserve and continue their aggressive schemes to
plunge the world into a new war. National vigllance must be further
raised, and activities to smash the counterrevolutionaries, to oppose
American imperialism, and to completely liquidate the survivals of
colonialism must be intensified.”

In contrast to the large number of NCNA dispatches dealing with
metters of policy which were carried in Harian Rakjat during most of
June, only two articles of this type appeared in the period surveyed.
These were excerpts from a Soong Ch'ing-ling article €'

originally pub-
lished in the 26 June 1960 Peking Review), which appeared in Harilan
Rekjat on 29 June, and coverage of a Moo Tse~-tung speech to a Japanese
cultural delegation in Shanghai, published in Herlan Rakjat on 6 July.
Mademe Soong's article indicated, if not a modification of the Chinese
position on "the nature of imperialism," certainly a tendency to tone
down the violence of its expression. Similarly, Mso's statement,
although strongly enti-imperialist, was not in any sense a defense of
the Chinese line in Marxist-Leninist terms.

With the decline in the number of Chinese ststements published in
Harian Rakjat during this period, the paper's coverage of the Soviet
position increased sharply. On 29 June 1960, ther was a brief article
noting the signing of the Bucharest Communique, the full text of which
appeared on 30 June. The 29 June Harian Rekjat also carried a fairly
long Tass dispatch on Khrushchev's speech to the public meeting which
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concluded the Rumenian party congress. This was the first time, in the
paper's reporting of the recent ideoclogical dispute, that remarks by
Khrushchev on Marxist-Leninist theory were observed. From 4 to 11 July,
Harlan Rakjat published four long arti»leo, all Tass dispatches, detail-
ing Xhrushchev's remarks during his Austrlan tour. On 1l July, it fea-
tured Khrushchev's speech at the receptjon honoring First Minilster
Djuanda's vislt to Moscow. These articles contained no discussion of
the 1ssue at the idecloglcal level. On 15 July it published extensive
excerpts from the general declaration 1ssued by the Buresau of the World
Peace Counecil at the cleose of its 9-11 July session in Stockholm.

The following pattern emerges from & survey of Harian Rekjat for
the period 1 May-15 July. The PKI did its best to ignore the Soviet-
Chinese ideological controversy during May, until on 30 May, with the
publication of an article by Sudismen, a member of the politburo,. it
initiated a vigorous presentation of the "Chinese line,” which was
also defended in articles by TJjoo Tik-tjoen and Ngadiman Hardjosubroto
and in Achadijat's speech to the WFIU session in Peiping. This speech
was published in Harian Raekjat on 10 June 1960 and was the last Indonesian
exposition of the "hard” line observed in the press. During the ensuing
week, Harian Rekjat published NCNA dispatches reporting on statements by
Chinese leaders; the last of these to be noted appeared on 16 June. Dur-
ing this period, the only presentations of the moderate line which bore
on the issues in the Sino-Soviet controversy were a brief remark by
Aidit in his speech on the anniversary of the Bandung conference; a
two-part article by Politburo Member Saklrman, which appeared in Harian
Rakjat on 9 and 10 June; and perhaps AlLl 's speech on the 40th anmiver-
sary of the PKI; coverage of the Soviet l¢ne in Tass dispatches was
almost entirely lacking. 4&s of mld-June, Harien Rakjat's reporting was
Weighted in favor of the Chinese.

The PKI then appeared again to enter: a pericd of indecision during
which its orgen generally ignored ideolegical questions. The paper failed
to print any passages dealing with Mar>Lsm=Lenin15m in its report on
Khrushchev's speech to the Rumanian Party Congress. However, following
the congress and the resulting Buchsarest Communique, the paper published
the editorial "War and Peace" on 30 June and there was a sharp upswing
in Tass dispatches detailing Khrushchev‘sgremarks during the first 2
weeks in July. Nonetheless, Harian Rakjat's failure to reprint any of
the detailed Soviet responses to the Chinese line, as well as the lack
of any rebuttal by Indonesian party leaders themselves to their four
comrades who had so clearly taken a Chinese view of the situation,
would seem to indicate that these were little more than gestures and
that the PKI remains strongly attracted to the Peiping line.

.
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III. NORTH VIETNAM

Press Maintains Neutral Position on Sino-quiet Differgnces

The position of the regime in North Vietnam on Sino-Soviet differ-
ences on peaceful coexistence seems again to be one of neutrslity. Dur-
ing the period 23 June-15 July 1960, little partiality toward either
Peiping or Moscow ls evidenced in the press or in the statements of party
leaders. They seem almost to be closing their eyes to the exlstence of
such & controversy.

Four of the articles around which the dispute revolves appeared in
the press during the period of this survey; however, where the full text
was not printed, the North Vietnam press omitted the controversiael parts
and avoided use of the words "revisionism" and "revisionist."

The articles covered were: the full text of Khrushchev's speech at
the Rumanian party congressg; the full text of the communiqne'lssued by
the parties attending that congress (this was Printed in Nhan Dan on
28 June and reprinted in the same paper on 9 July); a full translation

- of the editorial from Jen-min Jih-padé on the Rumanian communique and
the 1957 Moscow declaration on revisionism; and excerpts from the
speech made by Peng Chen, Politburo member of the Chinese Communist

- Party, et this congress.

It could be of some significance that Nhan Dan devoted large sections
of three issues, 23, 25, and 26 June, to Fhe full text of Khrushchev's
speech while only three half columns on 24 June were given %0 excerpts
from Peng Chen's speech. Also, the parts Omltted from the Vietnsmese
account of the latter were Peng's references to "modern revisionism"
and to the great exploits and echievements of the Chinese people.

The North Vietnamese stand of neutrality is well expressed in an
editorial in the 28 June 1ssue of Nhan Dan, which said: "The Vietnamese
Communists all fully agree with the matters dealt with in the Joint
communique of the Bucharest meeting. We Vietnamése Communists realize
that the strengthening of unity and unanimity among all Communist and
Workers Parties in the socilalist bloc and throughout the world is the
primery task of all Marxist-Leninists in all countries.... We are elated
at the unceasing consolidation of unity and agreement among our fraternal
parties, and we are striving to contribute positively to the strengthening
of this saecred unity and agreement."” _
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This idea of uvnity and desire for peace was agein stated in .the DRV
(Democratic Republic of Vietnam) government note to ‘the Soviet government
upholding the latter's stand on disarmement. This note, published in the
11l July issue of Nhan Dan, declared: "The DRV government fully approves
the Soviet decision to saspend its participation in the conference of the
ten-nation committee and to submit the disarmement question to the coming
regular session of the UN General Assembily. The DRV government emphatic-
ally condemns the dishonesty of the US and other Western nations, approves
the Soviet government's willingness to continue the disarmement talks,
and belleves that if future talks are tc have good results, the partici-
pation of & number of countries in addition to those already represented
1s necessary. The DRV government belleves that the attendance of the
People's Republic of China is most essential."”

The stand of the Noixth Vietnam regime was definitely set forth by
Premier and Politburc member Pham Van Dong in his report to the first
session of the Second National Assembly. A large part of this repott,
which appeared in Nhan Den on 8 July, was devoted to denunciation of
the US and praise for the USSR for its "constant efforts toward world
peace." In his closing statement, Pham Van Dong said: "The people and
government of the DRV have made constant, efforts to strengthen unity and
agreement with all countries in the socialist bloc, headed by the mighty
Soviet Union, and at the same time to increase friendly relations with
other countries of the world according to the five principles of peaceful
coexistence in order ¥0 contribute to the maintensnce and consolidation

of world peace."

Beyond this, he voiced support of the Soviet proposal that partici-
pation in a suwmmit conference should include such large Asian powers as
China, India, and Indonesias, when he said: "The Vietnamese people would
warmly appreciate the presence of the People’s Republic of China at the
summit conference. In truth, it is unrsasonable to ignore the 650 million
Chinese people while trying to settle major problems of the world todey.
That is why, despite all attempits by the US imperialists, who are reaction-
ary and blind, to hide the sun with their hands, reason will triumph in
international relations and the great Pepple's Republic of China will
occupy its well deserved position in the present international arena.”
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Part 3. EASTERN EUROPE

Revisionlst currents in Eastern Europe were reflected in discussions
on art and literature, science and technology, and international problems.

In art and literature, there were indications that Hungarian literary
Journals had not abandoned their earlier favorable treatment of modernist
tendencies. This was evident in, among other things, a survey of literary
tastes of Hungarians, comment on the recent "science-literature" debate
in Literaturnaya Gazeta, and a plea not to dictate to young writers. The
East German theoretical journal characterized the author of an art history
as being “very close to revisionist art theories" and admitted that the

. revisionist influence of Gyorgy Lukacs was still prevalent amont the coun-
try's literary intelligentsia.

Discussions on science and technology featured a Hungarian counter-
attack on the modernist line, in which the belief that natural science
could £ill the role of social factors was refuted. A similar line was fol-
lowed in another antirevisionist attack, scoring "bourgeois and revisionist
theories which make a fetish of technology." The East German theoretical
Journal gave voice to regime concern that the country's natural scientists
were harboring positivist views on science, denying in particular the
applicabllity of dialectical materialism to modern physics.

Internationally, the Hungarian theoretical Jjournal, in approving the
Soviet peaceful coexistence line and pointing to the ever-worsening condi-
tion of imperialism, attacked such revisionist heresies as the concept of
a "unified world process" leading to world socialism. Segments of the
East German sclentific and artistic intelligentsia were denounced for "third-
way” views on the golution of the German reunification problem. Yugoslavia
answered a recent Soviet "quasi-ideological” attack on revisionism in the
YUgoslev economy and foreign policy :

I.. EAST GERMANY

Reaction to West German SFD Theories, Revisionist Tendencies Iin Art, Lit-
erature, Natural Science

Fast German publications for some time have been vigorously combating
various manifestations of the West German SPD (Social Democratic Party)
"theory of the third way." In addition, numerous dissident views on the
popular level, in reaction to the collapse of the summit conference and de-
teriorating economic situation in East Germeny, have recently been reflected
in the press.

Excerpts from ﬁwo articles on the question of German reunification -
which indicate this popular reaction follow.
- 17 -
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| ..Among a part of the pritater practicing medical and free-lance
artistic intelligentsia and those at ‘scientific institutes,...illusions
and a false evaluation of the character of the West German state have be—
come widespread. These persons represent the viewpoint that both sides
[East and West] in Germany must give in somewhat. Other members of the
intelligentsia do not understand the connection between the rate of so-
cialist development in our republic and our fight for a peaceful, democra-
tic reunification of Germany...." -~ Report of the Bezirk Karl-Marx-
Stadt SED (Socialist Unity Party of Germanj) management (Freie Presse,
2